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To further the Department’s cffort to implement Director’s Policy 22, Context Sensitive
Solutions, and address the needs of a city, county, or township (Local Entity), the Department
has initiated a demonstration program to consider implementation of gateway monuments within
the State right-of-way. A gateway monument is defined as any freestanding structure or sign,
non-integral or non-required highway feature, which communicates the name of a city, county or
township. Gateway monuments are solely planned, designed, funded, constructed, and
maintained by a Local Entity. (See Attachment 3 for the guidelines for the Gateway Monument
Demonstration Program.)

The demonstration program will be in effect for a four-year duration, beginning January 1, 2005
and ending on December 31, 2008. The Department accepted preliminary gateway monument
proposals only during the first two years of the demonstration program, concluding on December
31, 2006. The remaining two years of the program allows for implementation, monitoring and
evaluation of the gateway monuments constructed within the State right-of-way.

The process for the development of a gateway monument proposal is:
Preliminary Proposal:

e The Local Entity submitts a preliminary gateway monument proposal to the District
Gateway Monument Coordinator prior to the December 31, 2006 deadline.

e The District Gateway Monument Coordinator evaluates, circulates within the District and
comments on the preliminary proposal.

Qualified Preliminary Proposal:

o Upon receipt of a qualificd preliminary proposal, the District Gateway Monument
Coordinator circulates the proposal for review and comment to the Landscape
Architecture Program District Coordinator and appropriate functional units within the
District.

e The Landscape Architecture Program District Coordinator forwards the qualified
preliminary proposal to the Headquarters Design Coordinator for review and comment
and, if work is proposed on an Interstate highway, to the Headquarters, Division of
Design, Office of Encroachment Exceptions, for additional processing and FHWA review
and comment.

e The District Gateway Monument Coordinator advises the Local Entity to address
comments and re-submit as a qualified final proposal.

Qualified Final Proposal:

o Upon submittal of a Qualified Final Proposal, the District Gateway Monument
Coordinator evaluates the final proposal to verify that previous comments have been
addressed in the submittal.

e The District Gateway Monument Coordinator forwards the qualified final proposal to the
Landscape Architecture Program District Coordinator and Headquarters Design
Coordinator for review and written concurrence, then to the District Director for
approval.
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Final Submittal:

e The Local Entity presents a final submittal to the District Permit Engineer for processing
as an encroachment permit. If the proposal is on an Interstate highway, the District
Permit Engineer will forward the final submittal to Headquarters, Division of Design,
Office of Encroachment Exceptions, to obtain written approval from FHWA prior to
finalizing the permit.

During the first year of the Gateway Monument Demonstration Program, the Department
received 22 inquiries from Local Entities for 29 monument locations, two proposals were under
in review by the districts prior to the start of the program. Of the 22 inquiries, 11 preliminary
proposals were submitted by Local Entities for processing. Four proposals reached the qualified
final proposal stage of which three resulted in gateway monuments being constructed within the
State right-of-way. Two proposals were constructed outside of the right of way and are no
longer a part of the demonstration program.

The three gateway monuments installed on State right-of-way in 2005 are:

1. Two gateway monuments by the City of Rocklin in Placer County on Interstate 80.
2. One gateway monument by the City of Tehachapi in Kern County on State Route 202.

All installed gateway monuments were constructed according to the approved plans.

The Department has not received any negative feedback pertaining to community acceptance and
performance of the installed monuments. In fact, the Department has received only positive
comments about the installed monuments.

During the second year of the Gateway Monument Demonstration Program, the Department
received 25 new inquiries from Local Entities for 52 proposed monument locations. Local
Entities submitted a total of 33 preliminary proposals for evaluation. Two qualified final
proposals were submitted and three gateway monuments received approval. Two gateway
monuments were constructed within the State right-of-way in 2006. Only one of the three
approved gateway monuments was constructed. The other gateway monument installed was one
that was initiated and reviewed prior to the start of the program.

The gateway monuments installed on State right-of-way in 2006 are:

1. One gateway monument by the City of Willow Creek in Humbolt County on State Route
299. (This monument was initiated and evaluated prior to the start of the program.)

2. One gateway monument by Nevada County near Auburn on State Route 49.

The following is a District-by-District summary of the gateway monument activity for 2006 (See
Attachment 1 for the Gateway Monument Program Activity Report and Attachment 2 for a
statewide map of the District boundaries).

District 1 did not receive any gateway monument inquiries in the 2006 calendar year. However,
one Local Entity completed construction of a gateway monument within the State right-of-way,
proposed prior to the start of the demonstration program.

= Willow Creek, in Humbolt County, began its gateway monument efforts prior to the start
of the demonstration program. The monument followed the District Encroachment Permit
review process. Although it meets the criteria and requirements for a gateway monument,
it did not go through the gateway monument program review process. The monument is
located on the westbound side of State Route 299 and is facing eastbound traffic. The
monument was completed on August 15, 2006, under encroachment permit #02NMC0391.
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Humbolt County, State Route 299 in Willow Creek

District 2 received four preliminary proposals for gateway monuments in the 2006 calendar
year. One was denied due to unacceptable content, the remaining three are currently under
review.

= Fall River Valley, in Shasta County, made an initial inquiry on June 9, 2006 for a gateway

monument on State Route 299 east of Pit River Vista Point. The District is coordinating
with the Local Entity on the proposal submittal.

= Portola, in Plumas County, submitted a gateway monument preliminary proposal in
January 2006 for two locations on Route 70, one at each end of town. The proposal was
denied due to content not allowed under the demonstration program, the inclusion of
service club logos and religious affiliations. This proposal is not part of the demonstration
program.

= Redding, in Shasta County, submitted two gateway monument preliminary proposals on
December 29, 2006 for locations on Route 273, one at Shasta & Fast St and onc at Pine St.
The proposal is under District review.

* Weaverville, in Trinity County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 26, 2006
for gateway monuments at three locations; one on State Route 3 south of Airport Rd. and
two on State Route 299, one east of Trinco Rd and one east of Industrial Park Way. The
proposal is under District review.

District 3 did not receive any gateway monument inquiries in the 2006 calendar year. They did
reccive two gateway monument preliminary proposals one and resubmitted preliminary proposal.
They also approved and issued permits for the construction of two gateway monuments.

= FElk Grove, in Sacramento County, a gateway monument on State Route 99 at Sheldon Rd
was approved on September 1, 2006. Construction of the gateway monument is included
with the permit issued for the interchange reconstruction project, scheduled to go out to bid
in the summer of 2007. The gateway monument is not scheduled to be constructed until
the spring of 2009. Approval for this gateway monument will be rescinded if the program
does not continue after the demonstration period.

= Grass Valley, in Nevada County, submitted a gateway monument preliminary proposal on
December 15, 2006 for one location on State Route 49, northbound, east of McKnight
Way. The proposal is under District review.
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Lincoln, in Placer County, submitted a gateway monument preliminary proposal on
September 1, 2006 for one location on Route 65, at Twelve Bridges. The proposal is under
District review.

Nevada County, State Route 49 in Auburn
Nevada County made a gateway monument inquiry prior to the start of the demonstration
program. The proposal for one gateway monument on State Route 49 outside the City of

Auburn was approved on August 31, 2006. The permit, #0306-NGM0556, was issued on
September 1, 2006, with work completed on October 1, 2006.

Sacramento, in Sacramento County, re-submitted a preliminary proposal in August 2006
for a gateway monument on the eastbound exit ramp from State Route 160 onto Del Paso
Blvd. The proposal is under Headquarters’ review.

District 4 had six gateway monument inquiries in 2006. Four of these inquiries resulted in
preliminary proposals, one proposal was rejected due to proposed construction after the end of
the pilot project, and one of these gateway monuments also has resulted in a final proposal.

Colma, in San Mateo County, submitted their preliminary proposal on November 20, 2006
for Route 82, El Camino Real at Mission Road. It was rejected due to the proposed
installation occurring in 2009, beyond the period of the gateway monument demonstration
program. The Local Entity will be informed to resubmit their proposal after 2008, if the
program continues.

El Cerrito, in Contra Costa County, made an initial inquiry on September 10, 2006 for two
gateway monuments on State Route 123, San Pablo Ave, at Carlson Blvd and Cutting Blvd.
During cvaluation it was determined that gateway monuments could be located outside of
the State right-of-way and are no longer part of the demonstration program.

Fairfield, in Solano County, made an initial inquiry on September 5, 2006 to construct one
gateway monument on [-80 at N. Texas St. off-ramp. During evaluation it was determined
that the project constituted a Community Identifier and is no longer part of the
demonstration program.

Millbrae, in San Mateo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 26, 2006
for two gateway monuments on State Route 82, (EI Camino Real), at Santa L.ucia St and at
Murchison Dr. The proposal is under District review.

Milpitas, in Santa Clara County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 26, 2006
for a gateway monument on State Route 237, at northbound I-880 off-ramp. The proposal
is under District review.
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= San Bruno, in San Mateo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on August 28, 2006
for two gateway monuments on State Route 82, (EI Camino Real), southbound south of
Noor Ave and northbound at San Marco Ave. The proposal is circulating for 2" round of
District review.

= South San Francisco, in San Mateo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on
December 6, 2006 for two gateway monuments on State Route 82, (El Camino Real),
southbound between Spruce Ave and Noor Ave. The proposal is under District review.

District 5 received nine gateway monument inquiries in 2006. Six of these inquirics resulted in
preliminary proposals. Six additional preliminary proposals were submitted for prior year
inquiries.
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San Luis Obispo County, State Routes 41 and 101 in Atascadero

= Atascadero, in San Luis Obispo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December
21, 2006 for four gateway monuments on State Routes 41 and 101. The proposal is under
District review.

* Cambria, in San Luis Obispo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 29,
2006 for one gateway monument on State Route 1, at the north end of the City. The
District has provided initial comments on the preliminary proposal to the City.

Monterey County, State Route 1 in Carmel

= Carmel, in Monterey County, submitted a preliminary proposal on November 15, 2006 for
one gateway monument, at the northwest corner of the intersection of State Route 1 and
Ocean Ave. The proposal is under District review.
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= Del Rey Oaks, in Monterey County, made an initial inquiry on June 20, 2006 for two
gateway monuments on State Route 218, at Fremont Blvd and at the junction of State
Route 68. A preliminary proposal was not submitted prior to the demonstration period
deadline.

" Goleta, in Santa Barbara County, made an initial inquiry on October 23, 2006 for one
gateway monument on State Route 101, at the Cathedral Oaks Interchange. The City
requested postponement of the proposal evaluation until 2009 understanding that the
gateway monument program may not be available at that time.
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Santa Barbara County, State Route 1 in Guadalupe

= Guadalupe, in Santa Barbara County, submitted a preliminary proposal on September 12,
2006 for two gateway monuments, one at the north entrance to the City on State Route 1
and the second at the westbound entrance to the City on State Route 166. The proposal will
replace existing signs within the State right-of-way. The proposal is under District review.

= Morro Bay, in San Luis Obispo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on February 2,
2006 for two gateway monuments, one northbound on State Route 1 near San Bernardo
Creek Rd. and the second westbound on State Route 41 at Ironwood Dr. The City has
received preliminary review comments from the District.

= San Luis Obispo, in San Luis Obispo County, made an initial inquiry on February 16,
2006 for one gateway monument southbound on State Route 1, at Highland Drive. During
evaluation it was determined that the State right-of-way at this location is too narrow to
accommodate the gateway monument. The City decided that the gateway monument

location could be moved to outside the State right-of-way. The project is no longer part of
the demonstration program.

= San Simeon, in San Luis Obispo County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December
26, 2006 for two gateway monuments on State Route 1, one northbound, south of San
Simeon and one southbound, north of San Simeon. . The City has received preliminary
review comments from the District.

= Santa Maria, in Santa Barbara County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 22,
2006 for two gateway monuments on State Route 101, one southbound at State Route 135,
and one northbound at the entrance to the City. . The District has provided initial
comments on the preliminary proposal to the City.
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San Luis Obispo County, State Route 58 in Santa Margarita

= Santa Margarita, in San Luis Obispo County, submitted two preliminary proposals on
December 12, 2006 for two gateway monuments on State Route 58; one eastbound at the
west entrance to the City and one north at the cast entrance to the City. The first location is
under District review. The second location is outside the State right-of-way and is no
longer a part of the demonstration program.

* Watsonville, in Santa Cruz County, submitted a preliminary proposal on November 2,
2006 for three gateway monuments, two on State Route 129, eastbound between Harvest
Dr. and Sataka Ln. and westbound at Blackburn St, and one on State Route 152, eastbound,
west of south Green Valley Rd. The proposal is under District review.

District 6 received one gateway monument inquiry in 2006, which resulted in a preliminary
proposal.

= Delano, in Kern County, made an initial inquiry on October 2, 2006 for one gateway
monument on State Route 99, northbound at the Pond Road off-ramp. A preliminary
proposal was submitted on October 31, 2006. The initial review was completed and
comments were returned to the City on December 14, 2006.

District 7 received five gateway monument inquiries in 2006. These five inquiries all resulted in
preliminary proposals. Additionally, two preliminary proposals were submitted from previous
inquiries.

= Community of Westchester, in the City of Los Angeles, in Los Angeles County, inquired
about placing a monument at Sepulveda on State Route 1 on March 10, 2006. A
preliminary proposal was submitted on March 11, 2006. The proposal was rejected due to
the community being part of a City; therefore it does not qualify for a gateway monument.
This would have to be the City of Los Angeles’ only gateway monument on State Route 1.
The project cannot move forward and is not part of the demonstration program.

* Community of Wilmington, in Los Angeles County, inquired about placing a monument
on State Route 1, Pacific Coast Highway, on May 11, 2006. A preliminary proposal was
submitted on May 12, 2006. The proposal was rejected due to the community being part of
a City; therefore it does not qualify for a gateway monument. This would have to be the
City of Los Angeles’ only gateway monument on State Route 1. The project cannot move
forward and is not part of the demonstration program.
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= Lakewood, in Los Angeles County, inquired about placing two monuments on State Route
19, Lakewood Blvd, at Postmiles 4 and 5.4, on May 10, 2006. Two preliminary proposals
were submitted on September 1, 2006. It was determined that these projects did not meet
the definition of gateway monuments, and are not part of the demonstration program.

" Oxnard, in Ventura County, submitted preliminary proposals for two gateway monuments,
on State Route 101. The first proposal, at Vineyard, was submitted on July 1, 2006. The
second, at Del Norte, was submitted on November 11, 2006. The proposals are under
District review.

= Redondo Beach, in Los Angeles County, inquired about placing a monument on State
Route 1, Pacific Coast Highway, at Avenue I, on April 5, 2006. A preliminary proposal
was submitted on September 9, 2006. The proposal was rejected due to safety concerns.
The location of the gateway monument is within the clear recovery zone. A new submittal
has not been received.

District 8 received two gateway monument inquiries in 2006.

= Apple Valley, in San Bernardino County, inquired about placing two gateway monuments
on State Route 18, at the eastbound entrance to the City. A preliminary proposal was
submitted on November 6, 2006. The proposal is under District review.

= Needles, in San Bernardino County, inquired about placing two gateway monuments on
Interstatc 40, at the eastbound and westbound at J Street. A preliminary proposal was
submitted on November 6, 2006. The proposal is under District review.

District 9 did not receive any gateway monument inquiries in 2006.

District 10 did not receive any gateway monument inquiries in 2006. However, a preliminary
proposal was evaluated that was submitted in 2005 and has been approved.

= Copperopolis. in Calaveras County, submitted a final gateway monument proposal for
State Route 4, on November 21, 2006, which was approved on December 20, 2006. The
District is currently reviewing the encroachment permit application.

District 11 did not receive any gateway monument inquiries in 2006.
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Distriet 12 received two gateway monument inquiries in 2006. Both inquiries resulted in
preliminary proposals, a third preliminary proposal was submitted as a result of a previous
inquiry.

= Aliso Viejo, in Orange County, submitted a preliminary proposal on December 20, 2006

for two gateway monuments, on State Route 73. The City has received preliminary review
comments from the District.

* Buena Park, in Orange County, submitted a revised preliminary proposal on December 18,
2006 for one gateway monument on State Route 91 at Beach Blvd. The City has received
preliminary review comments from the District.

= Costa Mesa, in Orange County, made an initial inquiry in 2006 to construct one gatcway
monument on Interstate 405 at Avenue of the Arts. The proposed monument exceeded the
height limit and was denied. The project is no longer part of the demonstration program.

= Costa Mesa, in Orange County, submitted a revised preliminary proposal on November 21,
2006 for two gateway monuments, at the [-405/SR-55 interchange and on Interstate 405 at
IHarbor Blvd. The City has received preliminary review comments from the District.

= Huntington Beach, in Orange County, made an initial inquiry on June 6, 2006 for three
gateway monuments, one on State Route 39 (Beach Blvd), at State Route 405, and two on
State Route 1 (Pacific Coast Highway). A preliminary proposal was submitted on
December 7, 2006, and is under District review.

= Orange County made an initial inquiry on May 6, 2006 for one gateway monument, on
[nterstate 5 at the Artesia Blvd interchange, at the County Line. A preliminary proposal
was submitted on November 30, 2006. The City has not yet submitted a final proposal.

Orange County, Interstate 5 "

California Department of Transportation Landscape Architecture Program



Gjo | abed

wrIZ014 JUIUNUO ABMIIED) 900T

“SJUBUILOY | | ] |
suenje) o papuodsar jou sey! I i | i |
Ay “suoneac] mewae Funmuexy ! _ | SO-AON-] ojn o 1 _ S19ANS O W € UsamIaq B8y oUWy [ U0 ¥'ET 8 NS ruro)y ¥
T - = T
[ !
‘jeaodde [euy pastasal sep $0-100-L SO-fepg-9 oupoN 1 suty ) o1puee Ueg/pUEREQ. 51 19 | By oipuEaueg PUEEO’ ¢
| ]
_ _ _ 900Z _ ow |
_m.,mumn.u._n_ mataas ur st ulisap pastasy B i m_u.n_um._ | JRuIAIN] WOy 1 B sadpug sapam] ©o V1d ujoau Jo £y £
| _ oju] o ! f
*LOOE deunnms 3yd suo se piq! h _ LWAMOURUN HEp | | | _
20 0y §I0Mm [[B SAUS W oM D[ 0 g00¢ Suudg | ! ‘aoursissy { _ | aAoary qg }
wed se paonnsuos fuiaq Aesojery - fjeanmual  gg-dag-| 90-d95-1 [B070) | oupoyN L 66 AMH ¥ D0 POy Hopjays | 65 | ovs | £
‘afeyoud [ey w popnjout [ . _ | _ )
ueyd anis 3 sTmmen amjprap | | | 1 I
oy zoud pugns o1 papmes juesjddy | ! | | |
"EEP SH JO SE PRSI0 | eonz 6F ¥ A2 | [
You sei] maaai uopeanddy | _ ! 90-03C-§] 19w woay | 1 SYAS EN| WEUNOWE | 6y AAN | Aoqea ssein £
9SSONDN | i f - ueafoud wreadoad ] -
| 5080 | amjowms ey jo s f
dwos vogonnsuey | op-pg-1 | ‘gp-das-) o0-8ny-1¢ | B o1Ioug | A OLIOMY 1 aurp Aunos Jo (uou ‘wmgny je 2psng 550 6y | AN | Aumoy eprasy | ¢
“Joaford _ T medas | | wesed aesfosd | | == = =] ]
uonEagipow afueyssag sofew POOTL-E0VE EO0Z 0 43403 _ aty jo s ) J0 HEYS i _ |
o Aemaned pajetodsoom K10 | go-aoN-1 | ‘50z SO-ReRA- 10 WMoY s 010y | 2 0} Jo1g 4 | OFL/ATUBEIAUL PEOY UIP{o0Y 90°0 08 ®Md U0y £
‘paredonue a1 suiajqosd| | __ _ _ |
ou pue preaaoy of s jealong | { | | 1 |
A0y ) Ag pamaiaas Futag 1 I __ _“ | _
U UOLESO] SAnEWAyE Uk pasodosd| 900¢ Iny
sey Jamaraay udisoq ,_gu:E_ﬁ_:a_ f I | | |Ennmgnsa
uaaq sey [esodoad Areounjarg ! | So-un[-pg ajuf oN _ I | PAIH 0sed [20 26'prY 091 | oeg OpBuIEIEg o
*ANSS] R Jou ] _ — m ke _ - s e e
st Jupung usyam sieak p-f m pgns { ! _ I _
oy y9adxa Ao *senunuos werdosd |
41 "aum sy e 1aalorg Aemateny | i _
am Fupnnunuos 3q 100 [ra A1y : | SO-EA-L 1 B OIRmEN| 156 | 05 | 9eg  waopio) orpuey £
_ ¥ } i T } - _ 1 .
‘prescoy Tured (s 109forg stauued _
1% s SULBULPIOOS £ PUE 90T | _ gLy £TT-E |
1 peaj AR 4340 400} Hunoy 133l | | | £0-920-91 £ -£ UONEDOT] ‘6§ 21~ UONEIDT ‘68 1Y -] BONRIOT|*66'Z1-C '$0°6-1 | 8T ‘68 | Ed A aoye ] | ¢
_ | ] _ Ko fied [erasnpu) 4| £ee 66T
‘esodoad (euy Sunremy ! ] 90-230-9¢ 2002 { £ T PY OOUILL JO 'H - 66T A PUMOANYV IO G- £ 0N WELOSOELE | WE WL | A[ua;amagy 3
— “jesodod ey FmEAy go-unf-g | [ . wnod MSIA DAY IGJOISERISNT 9568 | 66T PHS | AS[IPA A IEI | €
ST YNGR pue qn|a “\\ T — = H sun A1 S 1e umoy =
2014105 papnjauy jesodosd iparuag) \\\\\\\\\ \& 9O-tef-| §0-93-£1 ! | jo puajsez pue asnoy dumd mau Umol JO PUISIAY ROOL P EVSL  OL  Tid BJOLIO] T
| i i i
‘uonesc] azeuy 03 A1) 105 Fmrey | _ [ _ | 90-920-6¢ | s0ne-g I Isoud)  adL LT | Fus duppay 4
“uopeas] Izfeuy o} A1) 503 Fumem | o0-08a-6C sOng-g _ 1 151580 ¥ EISRYS FT01 ELT  vys Fuppay 4
“poacosd o suejd ou ey A1y ‘g‘\\\h SOIN-§ I | ] PEAIAA0) WY JO 158 6T 667 ®4s  duippay lz
_ I | ! A3 MO[ITAL JO| ) |
90-Bny-g|  [6E0DWNTO ol ON oJu ON £0-1dy-p Z0-KEW-E | | Sy ApIasa e ougen ¢/ Jurow apis g/m g ug| §8E | 66z | wny A3 MO [
aapduro resodoag vnbay resodoag Anmbuy SUDIEIOT ! !
SJUAIO) :a_:«:n_mﬂ ___zswa_ FIIVIEER] . (eanaddy __ — .5:..“_85 . S _ [ 4 wopdLasaguopEa0 I muyso g ay o) S TH ) 1510
yi0aay O1AndY

[ WUBLWILIENY




Glozebeqd

‘Aem-jo-giu amg
s udis Anua Juisixs Fmoepday

“Kem-jo-1qfis ajerg|
i uifts Anua Funsia Fuoeday |

guadag-zy  op-deggr | B

"AND 01 20UBDUD JE 9] UO PUNOGISI AN

gpdeg-z1  gp-dag-zi

(Armydny jo apis 15e2) Ao

| | o aouenus waguoun 18 | AEmySIH 00 pUROgqUIIoN,,

£E0

SE0S

991

t

“aupeap’
01 soud paaradal jou sea jesodotd

avioN oo-unr-oz | 4

"R 2IN0Y 211 JO UOTIOUNL 18 PUE PAJE] 10WaI] 1y |

961 0070

68

s

o

adnpepenny

adnjeprney

S0 Aoy (aq

Aremurpaad yng Smddew vo pasgo g

90-AON-S| 90-unf-g| 1

“anuaAy ueasQ puw | Aemuag

) JO UONDISIANUL ) TE IILIOD JSIMULION

18€L

oy

B

"MOM ma Kjrened aq g8y |

“MalARL 10) [telap 220w Junsanbay |
“SUOIEIOT ABMSIED) Yrag]

jpd-dew” osapeas

BYE/I00 UFISAPAARIIAPRL Am Ay
14 _E-.E,L |

2q ues sdepy suenje) woy spuuad’

10 uonesadond paau A S130

PUE JIAID) 2 ot 12y uea ad4) suo

- waisds aBendis padojasap sey L |

90-990-6T | GO-ANY-6T | 1

"pEOI AFRUOY At 0 1582 pue | Aemydiy
401528 CC ELIQIUET) JO PUd YUAON S 1k punogineg

_ goa1z  oodovgz |y

A119 0 ANUR § 3 N e [ uo pue 4175

0) Anua § 3 N 1B 101 uQ ‘meunxosdde sapiuso

gLy ooy

FOLILEW

101 "1¥

0718

BIS

BLIGUIED)

/ CIDPEISHY

“paEMI]
[Futaous s1 pue seysuap n LH]
2q 0] pauTnLIR)ap uaaq sey [esodorg =
“Aarjod fajes
OJEL | PUE SaUI[apIND Aemaieny
1M ADURISISUOD J0) PAMAIADI
[esodosd A\ MIEIS 2pIsino

0} PAADUT JUSIINTOY ABMI)ED)

UONEILTIUAP]

Apumumo)y se dojaasp peaisul g

0] 1nq JuswMUCYy AEMaten) ansind m
01101 papraap sey Aouady [eao]
“SjIUn [EuonIuny | |
.u_.hmE_uﬁU{hD:_E._w_nuEEou_ _
_

[enu 1) Funejnaga jesodosg |

|
*SUDIED0] SALRILIAN|E JO

uonednsaaur pue poddns A Vo
JO UDHBUSWTIOOP PUR $INLET | m
orgen Fuureajo L7y Surpuasd |eacadde
[BUOTIPUDD) 'SIUN [RUOLIUNY

PUE DV 1] WOL SJUMITIod |
enur g3 Sunenono jesodoly & _

ojupoN | gp-dog-g 1 _5

90-dag-n1

Ao 1§ SExa] N IR 08 U0

08

198

Preyte]

|
]

'e® o0

£l

o

b

auf oN _ £0-ABN- T _

7 90-220-9¢ 90-230-92 |

z UPAIE FUIND pug "PAIE UOSIE) 1 aay Oqe  UES UG

Sumssoriapup) uokuey

20

diipyyo 0881 €N 1% LET US VO

90-92(-5Z  90-Bny-gr | 4

uaq

| UOSIGRINGY PUR 1§ VION'] BIUES 18 [€3Y OUIWED [ UQ

“sjun peucpauny | |
PUE 3y L] W] STUMITIOD PUR
mataar pug 1oj Funeman esodosy

90-93@-8 | 90-Tny-gz

DAY OB UES 1B PUBOGUUOU put

Ay JODN] JO IN0S PURDGUINGS [Ray OUIIED) |7 U0

mpUEL] pue FTUISS0I019A0) UT] SEAIRL) 18 p-3S UQ

£'6

TLI®ES

LET

8

"5

WS

1 poamag

sendrjy

SEIqIIIA

S6l ¥ +'8l

‘pannbaz

uondaaxa ufisag] ‘suun [EAONoUN)
PUR ¥ L] oL SJUMWod H

jenm 1oy Sumegnona fesodosg | |

7 90-Bny-£¢ T

909909 909909 | z

Ay 00N

| pur oy sonsds uaomIdg INOS ey OWUNE) [T UG LT 6l

paidanoe st werdord

11 3007 9y [esedard jug

01 paat [jim Aoy pauuoym aq

T sanejussanday (woo] widosd

Joqid Aesaren jo pouad a1 puodag

st (600¢) nonannsuos pasodorg

90-AON-0T 90-AON-0T 1 !

PEOY UOISSI 18 By OUNIE) |9 uQ

yic

[&]

[4]

[4

WS

=

g

WS

OIEIDURI] UES N0

B0

¥

aajdwo;y |

SR uspejEIsu]

panssy JmrIa g

wanbay |
uondasxg |
U IROIINT

1esodoag
Aagummaa g

jesodoag
leupy

Axmbuy
e

SUOpEI0T] __
Jo g

uopdLIISA U0 eI

aysog

2y

Le ]

! D

g

310day ANAIY
wea30.14 JUdWNUOA] ABMAED 9007

[ wauIORNY




5o ¢ efieg

“spuawanmbal !
Juawnunow femated staaw
‘PAmaIARI HTIaq UONEIOT MIN | | | .m._..u..>02._ | POIRL-RT | I AUON [2(] il 101 UIA PIEEXD L
‘sjuswannbal | _ i N )
JUSNUNOU AEMINET Seam: |
'pamaraas Bumag uopzoo] map ! | 90-IN-1 | ROANHI | | predauiy 8z 101 | uap PIERXD L
yutod puws sanD woy 7 " [ i T
Ajqesia AT 10U 223m MIANEWIR|E | | | _
| PUE3JESUR 5B P33 HONEIO] 1 sotar- OB 1 o POy [23uM =omm3_ 01'gzd 101 | wmap prEIXQ) L
| | |
JUATNUOY ALMIIRD) ¥ JO uonuy2p _ 7 " |
ay 193w you saop [esodod sy 1 90-d25- 90-ABIN-0T 1 | "PATE POOMONET +'s | 6l V1 pROMEHET |4
S b I i L e T T o
MUY APMIIED) B JO HOTIULIp i |
ayy yasur jou saop jesodoad sy | gg-das-| QO-ARIN-0| { I PAIE poomaye! ¥ sl | vl poomaye L
—uu-_.fmuu_u.— _ﬂu—wEJH—w | . -— _ !
A3 0u "3jesun e pajdalar uonEao L g0-dag-6 _ gp-1dy-g 1 R [ anuaay AEMBI e Jy1ae g T'81 L | w1 M qowag opuopay| L
panImIgns jou sey safaduy so | I | ! UOIFOI]AY
3o & Hgienb jou ssop Lunuiio) I S B YR 1 Aem@y yseo) agioeg 98 i1 V1 Apunune) | &
‘paymgns j0u sey sajaluy S0 A | i 215 M 4
30 Ang “Agienb jou saop Lpunumio) QO-RN-TT 9D-TEW01 | 1 epaandag| ¥'LT I V1 Apunumoy L
PAALI0RI [E3IHQNS &/ N 1 I B I _
ma ou ‘ayesun se payoalas uoneae] YA A A, ; / & §O-un[-6 | Gpeunp-g 1 PAJE [9LIQED) uLg PR'CT 01 V1 JoLIqED) uBg &
90MPIITL | | | | ;
10 A1) 0} SHUBUALOY patiniay - 90-120-1£ G090 _ 1 dures jj0 proy puog N s _ 66 a2y ouegag] I 9
AEM wresFoad weidord | !
Lro-gi apeg g s Bunue)d dem-jo at Jo Jes 7 21 0 WS __ rdures o 1aong Fuudsg |
-3 181G JO APISING UOHEI0] udig S olIou . | S0y IO [ I N0 Sy 1e [ 13 U0 put proyy swpIef 12 g 14 ._.u.m OS5 WSEEL 1019y OIS S3jqoy osed §
‘Lem-Jo | i i
ST IS 20 APISING O} PAOW [[IM _ |
‘mougn 4134 st AeM-jo-1ydn mEig . i : i i B [UON 90-q24-91 | 1 AL PUBIYTIH 18 pUnoquInog SLLI I | o8 _ odsigQy siny ueg §
" Hord T T T —" T = T Tt A ||
4 | i | !
31 panooxd [JIm GOOT [N MEM I | euwoN __ SH05T I | aBuRyDIRu] SYEQ [eIpatpe) pasodosd ayi iy, Lz L lor 9§ 00 g
_ _ pROY A3)[BA U23I0) (ANOY
“papIugns | | | JO J5aM - PUNOQISEY "100NS WINGYIE[E 18 PUNOqISa 850 F4 4 B
SJIEJAp PUE SUR[J JO 125 |04 i 90-AON-T0 | 00KWN-L | € AU BiRleg PUE 2ALQ] 152AICH URamIaq PUROQ ISP ‘(SO W L0 ‘6TI | 40§ afrAnosIE A 5
‘Avm-jo-1gan 9ymg JO : i | §¢ Arayiy 1
OpISINQ 13208 WATE(PE U0 pajeso] I ddinid 90-9a-Z1 | O 1 1O [[UOU 123f (17 SOULNUA UMO) Aemared jseg €91 8¢ | 015 | EeSmpy vueg <
“paumgns [ ] . - _ T
S[IEIAP PUE SUE]] 10 198 ([N, . N 90-33-T1 | FONf-] 1 | '§5 punogqised uo aournua Aemaed 1say £L0 _ 8¢ OIS Epedey pueg | ¢
‘MOIART 10] TIEIAp Atow Runsank d 1 1 | 0] uo punogyuan paiedo] | |
SuonEdepArmewpyeiq _ ! | 50-02Q-TT §O-INI-0T T 1 "SE1 W 101 J0 BONI3SIAIU] Y JE PUNOQYINGS | SHTR'OLIT | 101 8 ELIEY RIOES s
! ‘ARmpafasen 2 jo wam
*MatAal o] [lejap atom Funsanbay | { . O "HOAUNG UES JO YUON, punoquinog “Kem pajaarn
_FwonRscT Aemaien yer | | _ | il 9022062 90-ny-6z | 4 211 30 1587 ,§9 'U0AUNS UES JO INOS PUNOQUMON| 0T'SS "SLTES ! 0718 uoaung weg s
“sueyd paepdn Funsanbay i I ! I |
12dui00 Matadl Agumeld ! B 09T S0-ARNCET I ‘2ALI(] POOMUCI] 1R [ ALMYFI U0 PUNOQISa 6£0 ¥ | 018 Aeg onopy 3
“sugyd parepdn Tupsanbay | _ “proy o T o
[dwos mataar Aremuasg | 90-994-20  SO-RUN-ET I P21 oprewag weg eau [ AZaySiy uo punogyuoN 7Lz L 018 Avg] ouopy §
LU | apduio) pansspymuaayg | |escaddy j fesedoig =...u_..“"“._n“aﬁm_ | resoduag Aambuy s e uopdiasaguongelo a|mnso, 2 [ A
| uopwgeIsu] . | 2 Jeuyg Krgunuippag gy oy hetasqmonsn] Ll W 2 2 wa
| ] AR UG B |
310day ANy
wel804J Judmnuofy AeMajes 9g0z

| Juayorny




510 ¢ abeg

‘(suondasyy JUSIR0IIuG WoL)
Isanbay suondeoxy uaMGOROINTY
ue s20nbal pue IS0 UL UO 51,

1 sy qesodoxd Arewumaad | “Furpuad i (v120)
Jo eaoadde O saneiua ] | i lenugng 90-AON-OF gp-Aup-| I | a1 AJUNG) jf] RISy 18 ¢ aEjsI07] 9Tty (4 [575] Ayumor)y afuwin |
! (suomneao|
| 7) (Remydng 1se0D) oyioed) | 2moy ;mg Jueneso]| 667 ‘6 1Z _
Tesodaxd pagrenb Supeay 90-9Q-L  90-unf- £ 1) Sop AmsIanu] p (pAld Youagl) gL ey s (6£)9°S  1/6€ WO yoweguojdwmung 7|
maraay | [ -AON-1 T (oqmreHsor) |
1301 IIPUN SE [EHHLIGNS PSIARY pepnngnsay _ Sl €L/ _
___“Puap suoneao} Aremimn|arg - .  Spudeg sg-dny- z "PAIE J0GUEH-Z HONEIOT 'O G5/SOY-[ UONEIOT  (S5/S0F) '8 SOWSS  BIQ eS| 1507) (4]
) JHRY papasoxa R N ) . B
_usunuopy ‘ pajuap jesodorg | i 900T 1 SHY Y1 J0 3NUBAY F S0p 5o ve S0y w0 R ESO) | gl
“Aouady | | | | T o T
J2207 0) UDAIT UADG 4RI SIUAUMIO)) | { 90-99-R | | |
gang w jesodosd Aieununyasd paymgnsay | ! |
m-ﬂm_?»h ﬂv..’.mm?ﬂh uu__bw_ﬁ— - MQ\UUQ&M c=2a-1 _ 1 R —ua—m ..ﬁuﬂum T 16 Mn0y ;ey NONM B —m_. a.—O _ I__W.N.m mﬁm...m |F
jesodosd payrenb Junieay | i | ' 9p-2a0-0T €0-924-1 | T pauuMap a4 10U UONEDIO] [BUY /¢4 2IN0Y 21815 A BI0Y ofay o5y 1
tesodosd Fupiemy | _ i _ <OUer-S [ - _ SI®DOPIMNSH v S0/ as ISIA B "
H wieadosd uresdord -
‘jesodosd QU JO pEs 2401 Jo uegE
nm Apunumio]) o) FELAUeY) me = " a1p 01 1011,] AU 01 J01sg 1 [11 % 8L SN0y Jo uolessaap] TIT 111/ dup Aajmerg 11
“puiad jpayReIsua, _ | | |
an) Furmataal Apuamo| |
a1 jounet] jeacadde sopang msig | ! | i
SEIL| PUR 1LNEIP W04 SJUIUIWIOD 1_ I ﬂ |
118 01 papuodsas sey Auno) ‘ LL0SI T 90-92a-0T 90-AON-1T _ | spradv-gl so-uef-p I PEOY UYO[ 3T IR § HNOY SEL | » 122 sijedosaddor ol
“sanunuos uedosd | - . |
11018 peacod (s ‘wononnsues | |
1ayjo o anp padejap st 1afoig | SGUIoN s0-9aa-s | I  proy Auag soamg | £0T Gp  ong _ Bl 01
Tk | } !
Jo apsino paoeid aq [IIM 'S00T |
‘1§ Fny Juas sjuumod oISy oju oN CO-IN[-LT 1 _r J2N§ IS pUE g 230y I'€E | Hueqiaary 0l
‘900g ‘8T 29q vo [esodorg| | I
1) panynugns Louaide 3o ‘ 90-23(1-87 sofny-p | g AuD 1opeury 7)) suo pue yaa1)) 1apng ) auQ)| 6 yPa1)) raung ol
M | _
aptsno voneaop ansand jim A0 | |
SO0T 'E1 UBF 1U9S JUAUIMOS SIDLSK iR S oju] ON sQ-ue[-4 1 _ peoy Joie] 5L &6 g yoopn ], I o1
apdwoy aafosd | ¢0-090-¢ SO-RO1E | i | §0-das-g| SOrINf-81 ! 1 proy ey | meaN L) | 0T | N 1deyoeyay, 6
“A19 M HURUIpLIOD 135S _ | 1 | 90-A0N-9 90-A0N-9 [ PUNOqIANOG / PUNOISE | 81 ES Agqep addy g
]
“jsanbal s A1) BUnsISSE 10L0s1 | i I
‘uonganp o) Fuoo] pajsaisiul A1 | . ] S0-AON-G 90-AON-9 4 i 13345 .[, 18 OF 30y punoqisapy puE punoqiseq 0 s s2peN | &
9002 m __ _ _
w panrmgns Fmmios] Tesodosd _. i i | |
Iy astasr 03 A1) (sawpapind 1aowm |
101 pip) paroafas (esodold jewmdug | §0-Unf-32 §0-93(-§ I IO Ay E._u..mh 91 01 g8 BUEIHO] 8§
|
|
i |
I | |
“agpa | | _
19ams A0 Ul g g Jo apisine paoepd 3
sudls pey 1) *Cmbu e gy phbnin OFeT ON §0-433-0F 1 "PME SREQ pUesno], [43% 101 | uaA SAEQ pUBSHON], L
sanbay
ajapdwoy) _ esodotg ¥ Tesodoa g Aambuy SUOTEIOT
SO G _ poansspjuudag  uaoaddy e o “_M.”.““Hm_nm Wi i A a0 | uopdiaasaquop a0 _ IS0 g g 0D a10 1siqq
! L

Jiod3y ANAROY
WR.I301J JUNUNUOJA AEMIIED) 9()(T

[ u2UI2RNY



5405 8fey

("2 IRIHURp] ANBTHIGO.)

“ry uopeuodsues ] ) werdoad yeuy 1opun presuoy Suaow st pue weifoxd wpoue

Jo sjuswanmbas o sppow nq uswnuout Aemaned ¢ jou st 1osfond yegp paurtuajag !

‘samumod urerdord Jr

s ‘padegep Swaq Aemared saojouay

| | uzwmnuom Aemaied ¢ s peasosd o1 10U papiasp sey £17 o patuap
sea joaload oy “presuo Fmaom 1aduo] on jaaford juswmuonr Aesmared saouag

ABM

m.m?:_m.: A1) JO IPISINO PAACII 2q 03 40 PIAOWE UOHEO] usmnuow Kemaiuf sajouaq

9 ¥ v s L 59 PG stenmuqng joaqunNwor ] )
_ [ 4 £ t £€ i€ TP 9007 U S[ERRUGRS Jo saquiny -
_ £ 4 1 £ 6 [44 8z ISHOZ Ul SIERUANS J0 Jaquny _ -
_ 1 “ 5 4 I £ mer5014 J0 J1EIS 03 0414 S[ENIUGAS J0 Jaquiny
- JI
Ry aadwo) .__m«.mﬂ s TERoiddy jesodoay | =M»._.__u“_m jesodosg Linbuy | suopeae] SR B Simo g i " G i
7 | 1
2 uoneyEsuy | T SR TUL Y F S T o HE 2 W

11049y ANATIOY

WEIZ0.4J JUUNUOJAl ABMIAED) 0007

[ WISWT2RIY




Attachment 2

Caltrans District Boundaries

California Department of Transportation Landscape Architecture Program



Attachment 3

Guidelines for Gateway Monument

Demonstration Program
1/5/05

General

To further the Department’s efforts to implement Director’s Policy 22, Context Sensitive
Solutions, and address the needs of a City, County, or township, herein after referred to
as a “Local Entity”, the Department has initiated a voluntary pilot program, hereinafter
referred to as “demonstration program,” to consider Gateway Monument proposals
submitted by Local Entities, proposed to be constructed within the operational highway
right-of-way.

Integration of the transportation system to reflect community values may be achieved
through enhancements that include Gateway Monuments. This demonstration program
provides a method for the Department to permit enhancement of existing or new
transportation facilities by local entities.

Participation in this demonstration program shall be at the sole discretion of each District
Director.

The District has the authority to require additional conditions of the established
guidelines of this demonstration program.

The duration of this demonstration program will be for a period of four years, from
January 1, 2005 to December 31, 2008. The Department may discontinue this
demonstration program at any time prior to the termination date.

The Department will accept preliminary Gateway Monument proposals only during the
first two years of the demonstration program, until December 31, 2006. Proposals for
the placement of Gateway Monuments will not be accepted after December 31,
2006.

Each participating District shall submit a biannual status/summary report to the
Headquarters, Landscape Architecture Program (LAP), to document the status of all
District Gateway Monuments. The LAP shall compile and present an annual statewide
summary/status report to Headquarters, Division of Design, beginning January 1, 2006.

A Gateway Monument is defined as any freestanding structure or sign, non-integral or
non-required highway feature that will communicate the name of a city, county or
township. A Gateway Monument may include the officially adopted seal or slogan of the
Local Entity.

Gateway Monuments differ from Community Identification in that Community
Identification is defined as images or text that conveys information about a region,
community or area (township) that may be integrated, painted or placed as an aesthetic
treatment upon engineered highway facilities. Refer to the Project Development
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Procedures Manual, Chapter 29 — Landscape Architecture, Section 8 — “Community
Identification” for specific information on Community Identification.

Gateway Monuments differ from Transportation Art in that Gateway Monuments may
include text and must be a freestanding structure or sign, not integral to a required
highway facility. Refer to the Project Development Procedures Manual, Chapter 29 —
Landscape Architecture, Section 6 - “Transportation Art" for specific information on
Transportation Art.

Refer to the Encroachment Permits Manual Section 501.3F
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/permits/pdf/manual/Chapter 5.pdf) for
additional information on Gateway Monuments.

Guidelines

Local Entities often desire new and existing transportation facilities to provide
identification and a favorable image of the communities in which they are located. The
Department encourages and promotes enrichment of the cultural and visual environment
for transportation system users and local communities by facilitating and coordinating
the integration of Gateway Monuments within the operational highway right-of-way,
through the encroachment permit process.

Gateway Monuments are to be solely funded and maintained by a Local Entity. The
Department will collaborate with the responsible Local Entity supporting the proposed
Gateway Monument.

Only one Gateway Monument installation will be allowed per State Highway or
Interstate approach (one in each direction) into a Local Entity contiguous to the highway.
The Department retains sole discretion for determining the location, appropriate size,
content, colors and other elements of the Gateway Monument. The Department shall
have sole responsibility for approval of the Gateway Monument.

The Local Entity shall first consider feasible alternatives in lieu of placement of a
Gateway Monument within the operational highway right-of-way. The alternatives shall
include but are not limited to the following:

1. Locate the proposed Gateway Monument outside of the operational highway
right-of-way.

2. Community Identification on existing or proposed-engineered highway features.

3. Aesthetic treatment for an existing or proposed transportation facility.

4. Utilization of existing or natural topographic features in the placement of the
Gateway Monument.

Gateway Monuments and Community Identification are discretionary features within the
transportation corridor. To avoid motorist distraction and visual clutter, a maximum of
only one Gateway Monument or Community Identifier visible from the traveled highway
will be allowed per State Highway or Interstate approach (one in each direction) into a
Local Entity. Existing Gateway Monument features located on private or public property
and within 660 feet of the State right-of-way will be considered to be the allowed feature
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and no additional Gateway Monument will be approved. Gateway monuments shall be
located well beyond the clear recovery zone or otherwise placed such that there will be
minimal likelthood of being struck by an errant vehicle.

Other improvements may be considered in conjunction with the Gateway Monument
proposal. Any improvements over and above what the Department would otherwise
fund, install, construct, maintain, etc., will be the responsibility of the Local Entity. The
Department will collaborate with the Local Entity for appropriateness of the Gateway
Monument proposal in context with existing, proposed and future improvements.

Review/Approval Process

Gateway Monument submittals shall be reviewed for approval or denial with primary
considerations to safety (location), appropriateness, aesthetics, access for maintenance
purposes, and the message being communicated. Aesthetics in this context is for a
proposed freestanding Gateway Monument, and shall not be confused with aesthetic
treatments incorporated into engineered highway features (sound-walls, retaining walls
or other highway features).

The District Gateway Monument Coordinator shall be the single point of contact to
qualify and process all submittals. The Local Entity shall submit a preliminary Gateway
Monument proposal to the District Gateway Monument Coordinator. The District
Gateway Monument Coordinator will evaluate the preliminary proposal to determine if
the scope of work is appropriate for the corridor. Prior to circulation of the preliminary
proposal, the District Gateway Monument Coordinator may advise the Local Entity of
any obvious constraints or concerns, or may solicit additional documentation, exhibits, or
request amendment of the proposed scope of work. Upon receipt of a qualified
preliminary proposal the District Gateway Monument Coordinator will initiate a tracking
document and circulate the proposal for review and comment to the Landscape
Architecture Program District Coordinator and District Transportation Art Coordinator,
Design, Traffic Operations, Environmental, Maintenance, Right of Way and other
appropriate functional units within the District.

The Landscape Architecture Program District Coordinator will forward the proposal to
the Headquarters Design Coordinator and, if work is proposed on an Interstate highway
facility, to the Headquarters, Division of Design, Office of Encroachment Exceptions, for
additional processing and FHWA review. The Headquarters Design Coordinator shall
solely evaluate and approve or deny the proposed location of the Gateway Monument
prior to any further consideration by the Department. The Landscape Architecture
Program District Coordinator shall evaluate and approve or deny the content of the
proposed Gateway Monument and will coordinate the review and comments from
Headquarters.

The District Gateway Monument Coordinator will advise the Local Entity to incorporate
comments and to re-submit the preliminary proposal.

The District Gateway Monument Coordinator shall be the single point of contact to
process final Gateway Monument proposals from the Local Entity. The District
Gateway Monument Coordinator will evaluate the final proposal to verify that previous
comments have been incorporated into the submittal. The District Gateway Monument
Coordinator will forward qualified final submittals to the District Director for approval
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and to the Landscape Architecture Program District Coordinator and Headquarters
Design Coordinator for review and written concurrence.

If approved by the District Director and concurred with by the Landscape Architecture
Program District Coordinator and Headquarters Design Coordinator, the District
Gateway Monument Coordinator will advise the Local Entity to present a final submittal
to the District Permit Engineer. Final submittal for Gateway Monument will be
processed as an encroachment permit. The District Permit Engineer shall notify the
District Gateway Monument Coordinator and the HQ Principal, Landscape Architecture
Program when the permit has been approved and when construction of the Gateway
Monument is completed.

Gateway Monument proposals incorporated with transportation projects will be
identified in the Cooperative Agreement and shall be subject to the review process
detailed above and constructed under a separate permit. Gateway Monuments included
as part of a capital improvement project, regardless of funding source, will be reviewed
and approved through the Department's project development process and as directed
within these guidelines.

Administrative Responsibilities

Headquarters
The Chief, Division of Design is responsible for the following:

e Managing the Gateway Monument program.
e Retaining the discretionary authority to condition or revoke the demonstration
program.

The Principal, Landscape Architecture Program (Division of Design), is responsible for
the following:

e Maintaining and disseminating guidelines and procedures for Gateway Monuments.

¢ Formulating and managing a statewide inventory of Gateway Monument Proposals.

® Monitoring District performance and providing quality assurance of program
guidelines.

The Headquarters Landscape Architecture Program District Coordinator, is responsible

for the following:

¢ Evaluating qualified preliminary Gateway Monument proposals and providing a
determination regarding the content and presenting their finding to the District
Gateway Monument Coordinator.

e Routing qualified preliminary Gateway Monument proposals to the Headquarters
Design Coordinator and Headquarters Office of Encroachment Exception.

e Forwarding Headquarters Design Coordinator and Headquarters Office of
Encroachment Exception determinations to the District Gateway Monument
Coordinator.

e Evaluating final submittals for Gateway Monuments and providing written
concurrence with the content of the monuments.
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The Headquarters Design Coordinator (Division of Design), is responsible for the following:

e Evaluating qualified preliminary Gateway Monument proposals within the
operational highway right-of-way and providing a determination regarding the site-
specific location and presenting their finding to the District Gateway Monument
Coordinator.

¢ Evaluating final submittals for Gateway Monuments within the operational highway
right-of-way and providing written concurrence regarding the site-specific location.

The Chief, Office of Encroachment Exceptions (Division of Design) is responsible for
the following:

* Evaluating the demonstration program and the impacts Gateway Monuments have to
the highway system.

* Processing FHWA review of proposals located on an Interstate highway facility.

The Chief, Office of Signs, Markings, Encroachment Permits (Division of Traffic
Operations) is responsible for the following:

* Development of encroachment permit and special provisions forms for this program.
* Maintaining and clarifying encroachment permit policy and encroachment permit
procedural requirements.

Districts

The District Director of each participating district is responsible for the following:

* Administering the Gateway Monument demonstration program in accordance with
these guidelines. _

» Notifying the Principal, Landscape Architecture Program (Division of Design), of
additional conditions by the district, added to the established guidelines of this
demonstration program.

e Designating a District Gateway Monument Coordinator.

e Approving Gateway Monument proposals.

e Preparing biannual status and annual summary reports and submitting to the
Principal, Landscape Architecture Program (Division of Design).

The District Gateway Monument Coordinator, is responsible for the following:

e Acting as the single focal point to qualify, process and evaluate Gateway Monument
submittals by Local Entities.

The District Permits Engineer, is responsible for the following:

* Ensuring a maintenance agreement is completed prior to issuance of the
encroachment permit.

e Issuing the encroachment permit to the Local Entity.

e Inspecting the Gateway Monument construction.

¢ Notifying the District Gateway Monument Coordinator and HQ Principal, Landscape
Architecture Program of Gateway Monument permit approval and construction
completion.



Attachment 3

Financial Responsibilities

All costs for proposed Gateway Monument design, construction, access for maintenance,
maintenance, and if required, removal of the Gateway Monument shall be the
responsibility of the Local Entity and stipulated in detail within the Preliminary and
Final Gateway Monument submittals.

When the work is proposed by a Local Entity as part of a roadway project, the
Department will allocate resources for the administrative costs associated with review
and determination of appropriateness of proposed Gateway Monuments as part of the
transportation corridor with existing and proposed engineered highway features.
Necessary resources for design, implementation, construction or maintenance of
Gateway Monuments will be the responsibility of the Local Entity. A Cooperative
Agreement between the Department and the Local Entity will document any such
negotiated agreements.

The Encroachment Permit shall stipulate that the Local Entity shall hold harmless,
indemnify and defend the State against any action associated with a Gateway Monument.
The Department will assume the administrative costs associated with reviewing Gateway
Monument proposals, and developing, issuing and monitoring the Encroachment Permit
for approved Gateway Monument projects. All other costs, including labor, materials,
supplies, and traffic control (if required) for design, engineering, testing, construction,
installation, maintenance and removal of the Gateway Monument shall be the
responsibility of the Local Entity.

The Department may require the Local Entity provide bonds or other means to ensure
maintenance, rehabilitation and removal of the Gateway Monument.

Maintenance

A Maintenance Agreement (as outlined in Appendix B of the Encroachment Permits
Manual) for the care and upkeep of said Gateway Monument shall be established
between the Local Entity and the Department. Maintenance access shall be as stipulated
by the Department in the agreement and should be provided from outside the highway
right-of-way, wherever possible.

Gateway Monuments shall be kept clean, free of graffiti, and in good repair. The Local
Entity shall be required to provide for regularly scheduled maintenance, as described in
the maintenance agreement, for its projected lifespan, including graffiti removal and
restoration work to maintain the integrity of the approved Gateway Monument. Graffiti
removal shall conform to current Department policies and guidelines, which require
prompt removal of offensive messages and timely removal of all other graffiti.
Maintenance practices shall protect air and water quality as required by law.

The Department may perform maintenance activities in the area of the Gateway
Monument, such as litter pickup and other maintenance that is normally associated with
the transportation facility or right-of-way. The Department will not provide maintenance
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of the Gateway Monument itself. Any other maintenance activities anticipated by the
Local Entity that are over and above what the Department would normally provide will
be documented by Encroachment Permit or Cooperative Agreement as a requirement of
the Local Entity.

Removal

The Local Entity shall remove Gateway Monuments, which in the opinion of the
Department create safety or operational concern due to deterioration or inadequate
maintenance. The Department will notify the Local Entity when it has determined that
the Gateway Monument requires special attention. In the event the Local Entity fails to
maintain, repair, rehabilitate or remove the Gateway Monument in a timely manner, the
Department may remove the Gateway Monument after sixty (60) days following
notification to the Local Entity, and bill the Local Entity for all costs of removal and
restoration of the area.

The Department reserves the right to remove the Gateway Monument due to
construction, rehabilitation or other necessary activities affecting the transportation
facilities without any obligation, compensation to, or approval of the Local Entity. The
Department should strive to notify the Local Entity of its intent to remove the Gateway
Monument to allow for timely removal and salvage by the Local Entity (if possible).

The Department reserves the right to remove or alter any Gateway Monument that
presents an immediate safety hazard to the public without delay or advanced notification
to the Local Entity.

Guidelines for the Design and Placement of Gateway Monuments

Proposed Gateway Monuments shall:

1. Be freestanding.

2. Incorporate a community name, logo, graphic, seal, or slogan that has been
associated historically with the community.

3. Include, if required by the Department, approved protective graffiti coatings.

4. Be developed to require low or no maintenance to minimize exposure of workers
and others to potential risks.

5. Be appropriate to its proposed setting and community context.

6. Be in proper size and scale with its surroundings. The maximum size shall fit
within 10 cubic meters (353 cubic feet). The width shall not exceed 6 meters (20
feet) and the height shall not exceed 6 meters (20 feet) above existing grade.

7. Be composed of materials that are durable for the projected life span of the project.

8. Be located well beyond the clear recovery zone, placed such that there will be
minimal likelihood of being struck by an errant vehicle, or in a protected location,
and have the site- specific approval of the Headquarters Design Coordinator.

9. Be located where maintenance can be safely performed, as specified in the
Encroachment Permit, and in conformance with Department procedures.

10. Conform to provisions of the Outdoor Advertising Act.
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11. Be subject to the review and approval of the Department in consideration of
design, size and scale for appropriate integration on urban or rural highway
features.

Proposed Gateway Monuments shall not:

1. Be allowed within the median areas of controlled access highway right-of-way.
Contain religious, political, special interest, private, or commercial messages
of any sort including but not limited to symbols, logos, business names, trade
names, jingles, or slogans.

3. Contain any displays of any sort, advertising, decorative banners, flags, or flag
poles.

4. Display telephone numbers, street addresses, or Internet addresses.

5. Interfere with airspace above the roadway.

6. Create a distraction to the motoring public, e.g. the proposed Gateway
Monument shall be large enough to interpret at highway speed, but not be so
large that it demands attention from the motorist.

7. Include reflective or glaring surface finishes.

8. Include illumination that impairs or distracts the vision of transportation
system users. Other lighting may be permitted.

9. Display blinking or intermittent lights, including changeable message signs.

10. Include moving elements (kinetic art) or simulate movement.

11. Include images of flags.

12. Interfere with official traffic control devices nor interfere with the operational
right-of-way above the roadway.

13. Be placed within State right-of-way upon trees, or painted or drawn upon rocks
or other natural features.

14. Make use of or simulate colors or combinations of colors usually reserved for
official traffic control devices described in the FHWA Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).

15. Restrict sight distance.

16. Require the removal of trees or other vegetation for visibility, or harm trees
during construction. Pruning of tree branches or roots, and removal of shrubs
should be avoided, and will be allowed only with written approval of the
District Landscape Architect.

17. Negatively impact existing highway features including existing signs,
irrigation systems, necessary drainage patterns and facilities.

18. Protrude or span over travel lanes or roadbed.
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Submittal of Gateway Monument Proposals

The proposed site for integration of any preliminary or final Gateway Monument shall be
reviewed and approved by the Department for safety and environmental considerations
prior to approval of an Encroachment Permit or Cooperative Agreement. Safety
determinations affecting highway operation, maintenance or tort liability shall be
documented in a Permit Engineering Evaluation Report (PEER), when not prepared in
conjunction with a proposed or ongoing State and Federal Project through a Project
Initiation Document (PID). All final proposals shall be in compliance with State
environmental laws and regulations.

Submittal Requirements of Preliminary Gateway Monument Proposals

The Local Entity shall provide the Department professionally prepared plans depicting
the following information:

1. Site-specific proposal (Index Sheet, with vicinity map).

Dimensions and offsets (R/W lines, Edge Of Pavement, Center Line, Clear
Recovery Zone),

Location for placement of the proposed Gateway Monument (topography).
Preliminary sketches, elevation of proposed Gateway Monument.

Discussion of proposed materials, colors, text, etc.

Proposed message to be communicated.
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Submittal Requirements for Final Gateway Monument Proposals

A final Gateway Monument proposal must be supported by the Local Entity that has
jurisdiction in the area where the Gateway Monument will be incorporated with the
transportation facility. The Local Entity shall issue an adopted resolution or other
official document recommending approval of the proposed design of the Gateway
Monument and requesting installation within the operational highway right-of-way.

The Local Entity shall provide the Department an adopted resolution or other official
documentation that describes the Local Entity’s:

Jurisdiction over the area of the project site.

Approval of the Gateway Monument content.

Funding responsibility.

Commitment to ensure maintenance of the Gateway Monument, including timely
graffiti removal/repair, and removal (or restoration) of the Gateway Monument
as needed.

5. Proposed schedule for commencing and completing project installation, if by
separate permit.
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A licensed Landscape Architect, Architect or Professional Engineer shall professionally
prepare final submittals for a Gateway Monument Proposal. Exhibits, plans and details
shall comply with the Encroachment Permit Manual, Section 501.3F and Table 5.1(a)
and shall include, but are not limited to:
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1. A full description of the proposed Gateway Monument, including location,

construction and installation techniques, details necessary to convey construction

methods, and proposed materials, including, but not limited to, paint and

protective coatings.

Specifications for proposed materials, including Material Data Sheets.

A scaled drawing and/or model (the Department may furnish necessary site

data).

Construction schedule.

Cost estimate.

Traffic control plans and provisions if required.

Maintenance plan and schedule.

Environmental documentation.

Location for placement of the proposed Gateway Monument.

0. Elevations and details clearly illustrating and dimensioning the proposal (the
Gateway Monument must be aesthetically pleasing on all visible sides).

11. Proposed access for maintenance purposes.

12. Proposed maintenance plan schedule.

13. Proposed color scheme.

14. Proposed lighting.

15. Proposed message to be communicated.

16. Alternatives considered properly documented and included.
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The Local Entity shall adhere to and maintain compliance of Departmental rules,
regulations and any additional requirements the Department may apply to the project.

After review and approval by the Department, the Gateway Monument proposal and
approval documents will be submitted by the Local Entity to the District Permit Engineer
for processing.

If, at any time during the process, the Department recommends any changes or withholds
concurrence on a project that has not yet received final approval, the proposal may be
returned to the Local Entity for revision. Once the Department approves a Gateway
Monument proposal, no changes shall be made to the Gateway Monument without prior
written approval of the District Director, District Gateway Monument Coordinator and
Headquarters Design Coordinator.

The approval of a Gateway Monument proposal shall be made with due consideration to
safety (location, potential for motorist distraction, accessibility for maintenance, etc.),
aesthetics, community support and maintainability.

Proposals for the placement of Gateway Monuments must comply with this demonstration
program.
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